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REMARKS 



OA pagtd 2 #1 a new title has r e plac e d the - pr e vious title, 

OA page 2 #2 — Th e section d e scribing the figures has be en 
amended 

OA page 2 #3 the figur es includ e 12 and 15 and show different - 
cover positions that are now - bett e r described in th e "DRAWINGS — 

— Ref e rence Numerals"' section that has b ee n add e d by this 

amendment . No replacement sh ee ts hav e b e en proposed at this 

tim e . 

OA pa g e 3 #4 The claims hav e b ee n r e structured to what th e 

applicant believeo is an appropriat e form, 

OA page 3 #5 and #6 Provid e d abov e ar e a) — a- lofr Location b) 

slot dimensions, — and c) — the number of them equal 3paced about the 

barr e l . Thi3 combination should supply enough information about 

th e pr e f e rred e mbodiment to be consid e red "enabling." Wte 

3izing was determined by us e of imp e rial methods and has bee n 
further e stablish e d by r e views of U3er3 in actual game play. 

OA p age 4 #7 Th e prior references regarding sound pressure 

levels being reduc e d is in comparison to having openings without 
covers in a standard barr e l , — or when compared to Ilavlock. 
One skilled in the art would hav e knowl e dge that a gun without a 
barrel is far - louder than a gun that has p e riodic hol e s that 

distribution of gas e xhaust e d down the length of a barr e l. 

would then follow that th e sound pr e ssur e , l e v e l of this invention 
will be gr e at e r than that and with the cover installed be 
return e d to that standard barrel - sound level. 

OA page 4 # 8 , #9 - , - #10, #11, and #12 the Inventor believes the 

chang e s made to th e claims and ■ sp e cif ication r e solves the issue. 



OA payer 5 #13 and 14 Ilavlock has been added to the prior art 

section of th e specification by the am e ndments includ e d h e re 

within. It should be not e d that Ilavlock i3 a barrel made with 

rods, — and Goepfert's inv e ntion is limited to slots or openings 

within a standard gun barr e l its e lf. Agreed the problem is the 

sam e , but the inventor b e li e v e s the method of correcting sam e i3 

differen t . Ilavlock' 3 op e nings are effectiv e ly th e e ntire length 

of their barr e l. The inv e ntor's is a standard barrel 

modification, — and has a much more stable and les3 eff e cted by 
change in path that i3 associated by Ilavlock' 3 design. Goefpert 
b e liev e s that hi3 invention is still worthy of a patent even in 
light of Ilavlock and the problems it leaves unanswered. 
— continued on page 0 — 
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OA pa g e 5 M15 ctxiU 1 6 Cossio the device described by Cossio 

is intended to protect the public from misfiring b e fore and after 

the actual game play. It i3 a 3afcty devic e . As noted in th e 

following paragraph it ha3 an open end — (-rec e iving the end of the 

barr e l) — and a closed end- A clos e d end -at the end of the barr e l 

can have no other purpose but to ruptur e paint balls in the event 

of a misfire. H e nc e the titl e "Darr e- 1 Blocking Devic e ", — it is 

not intended to block gases or to block the mat e rial of a 
ruptured paintball in normal gam e play. - 

"A blocking device is piovidcd for a fir e arm ba r rel. The blocking device has a 
cover — membe r , — which may — be — s ubs t antially — moisture-proof and — may — be 
e m b r o idered, emboss e d, ui silk-sa e eu e d. The cove r membe r lias a closed end and 
a n open end, the open end icceiving an end uf the baud. A r e taining device is 
a ffixed to t he cover m e mber and reasonably holds th e e nd uf the ban el in the 
c l o sed end o f the c ove r member. " taken from th e Abstract of Cossi o 2003005614. 
Ooepfert ? s cover is intended to replace the outside barrel and cover the slo t s so that a 
modified barrel can fun c tion n o rmally. This is hardly the intent o f C o ssio 7 s cover design. 

CONCLUSION 

For all the above reasons , — Applicant submits that the 
specification and claims are now in proper form, — and that th e 
claim d e fin e s patentabl e subject matter. 

Therefor e Applicant 3ubmit3 that this application i3 now in 
condition for allowance, which action Applicant r e spectfully 
solicits . 

In the ev e nt that th e chang e s made do not satisfy the i3sues 7 — the 
applicant requests an int e rvi e w with th e examin e r to demonstrat e 
the inv e ntion and answer any questions they might have about 



Applicant has carefully considered the above identified 
Office Action, and in response thereto is addressing each issue 
raised by the examiner in the remarks hereinbelow. In this 
regard, applicant is canceling without prejudice claims 
1-4; and adding claims 5-24. 
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In the Specification 

Applicant has amended the title, provided a "brief" 
Description of the Drawings and added a title for the Discussion 
of Prior Art section. 

In the Drawings 

The specification has been amended, such that amended 
figures are not needed. 

Claim Objections 

Applicant has canceled claims 1 - 4 r therefore examiner's 
claim objections are moot. Applicant has added claims 5-24, 
which are presented in proper form. 

Claim Rejections 35 USC 112 

Applicant has canceled claims 1-4, therefore examiner's 
claim rejections under 35 USC 112 are moot. 

Claim Rejection 35 USC 102 

Applicant has canceled claims 1 - 4, therefore examiner's 
claim rejections under 35 USC 102 are moot. 

Claim Rejection 35 USC 103 

Applicant has canceled claims 1-4, therefore examiner's 
claim rejections under 35 USC 103 are moot. However, applicant 
would like to point out that the Cossio '073 patent discloses a 
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device that is used to prevent a paintball gun from firing a 
paintball. The cleanout cover is retained on the barrel during 
firing of the paintball gun. Claims 5, 12 and 19 recite the 
cleanout cover being in a firing position. Cossio would not 
allow a paintball to be fired from a paintball gun. Therefore, 
examiner cannot combine the Havlock '752 patent and the Cossio 
patent to reject the combination of at least one cleanout opening 
and at least one cleanout cover. 
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CON C L U S I O N 

It is respectfully submitted that applicant has responded in 
a fully satisfactory manner to all matters at issue in this 
application, and this application is now in condition for 
allowance. In this regard, applicant has made every effort to 
comply with the requirements set forth in this Office Action as 
well as statutory requirements. Accordingly, applicant 
respectfully requests that the Examiner enter this amendment, 
allow the claims, and pass this application on to issue. 

Respectfully submitted, 




Reg No. 38,753 

Dated: 

Donald J. Ersler 
Attorney at Law 
72 5 Garvens Avenue 
Brookfield, Wisconsin 53005 
Phone: (262) 785-0160 
Fax: (262) 785-0162 
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